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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 14 recites "A computer program stored on a computer readable medium..." 
There is no support of such claim in the specification. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 16 provide for the use of "a routing algorithm" and "the plurality of 
optically viable photonic paths", but, since the claim does not set forth any steps 
involved in the method/process, it is unclear what method/process applicant is 
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intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any 
active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

Claims 1 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation 
of a use , without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper 
definition of a process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 
35 U.S.C. 101. See for example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and 
Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 

Claim 8 provides for the use of "combined metric", but, since the claim does not 
set forth any steps involved in the method/ process, it is unclear what method/process 
applicant is intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use 
without any active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a use , 
without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition 
of a process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 
U.S.C. 101. See for example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and Clinical 
Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitied to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chaudhuri et al (US Patent No. 7,039,009). 

Regarding claims 1 and 16, a method of selecting an optically viable path 
through which to route a connection from a first node to a second node of a photonic 
network, the method comprising: 

selecting a plurality of optically viable photonic paths in the photonic 
network, at least one of the optically viable photonic paths comprising a plurality of 
consecutive optical links (see Fig. 1); 

using a routing algorithm to select a path from the first node to the 
second node, the routing algorithm using the plurality of optically viable photonic paths 
as at least part of the topological context when selecting the path (see col. 6, lines 54- 
col. 7, lines 24). 

Regarding claim 8, Chaudhuri et al disclose a wherein the routing algorithm uses 
a combined metric for the at least one optically viable photonic path comprising a 
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plurality of consecutive optical links, the combined metric being calculated in 
dependence on metrics associated with the plurality of consecutive optical links (see 
col. 6, lines 54-col. 7, lines 24; the algorithm is based on topology and plurality of 
links). 

Regarding claim 9, wherein the combined metric is calculated in dependence on 
a metric associated with the one or more photonic switches linking the plurality of 
consecutive optical links (see col. 6, lines 54-col. 7, lines 24; the router is photonic 
switches). 

Regarding claim 10, wherein only those optically viable photonic paths with 
terminating nodes which perform electronic switching are included in the plurality of 
optically viable photonic paths (as shown in Fig. 2, the IP router is electronic switching). 

Regarding claim 11, wherein only those optically viable photonic paths with 
terminating nodes which are capable of being dynamically controlled to perform 
electronic switching are included in the plurality of optically viable photonic paths, and 
wherein the method comprises the step of: 

provisioning a connection across the selected path from the first 
node to the second node; 

controlling terminating nodes of one or more optically viable photonic paths of the 
selected path to perform electronic switching at least for an optical wavelength 
provisioned (see col. 6, lines 54-col. 7, lines 24). 



* 
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Regarding claim 14, computer program stored on a computer readable medium 
for performing the method of any claim 1 (it is inherent that the algorithm is stored on 
a computer or processor for performing the method of claim 1). 

Regarding claim 15, apparatus arranged to perform the method of claim 1 (see 

Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 22, a photonic network comprising a system according to claim 
16 (see Fig. 1). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Steinberg et al (US Pub. No. 2004/0136324) is cited to show 
segmented and distributed path optimization in a communication network. 

Acharya et al (US Pub. No. 2004/0228323) is cited to show route precomputation 
method and apparatus for bandwidth guaranteed traffic. 

Liu (US Patent No. 5,914,798) is cited to show restoration systems for an optical 
telecommunications network. 

Fee (US Patent No. 5,884,017) is cited to show method and system for optical 
restoration tributary switching in a fiber network. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dalzid Singh whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3029. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on (571) 272-3022. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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